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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is in response to applicant's response to an Amendment, 
which is filed February 26, 2007. 

An amendment to the claims 1-8 have been entered and made of record in the 
Application of Zteng for a "Household digital automation control system" filed June 20, 
2004. 

Claims 1-8 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's amendment to the rejected claims are insufficient to distinguish the 
claimed invention from the cited prior arts to overcome the rejection of said claims under 
35 U.S.C 102(a) and 35 U.S.C 103(a) as discussed below. Applicant's amendment with 
respected to the pending claims 1-8, filed on February 26, 2007, have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive in view of Sato (US# 6,636,157), Van der 
Meulen (US# 6,900,617), Moutaux et al. (US# 6,906,635), Watanabe et al. (US# 
6,583,723) and Meyer (US# 6,882,334). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Sato 
(US# 6,636,157). 

Referring claims 1 and 3, Sato-discloses a digital household automation control 
system, in whose covering area there are electric appliances (i.e. TV, VTR.CDR, and 
VDP) connecting with ground line and a live line of an external power source with their 
switches, comprising; 

an input (RD) (i.e. remote commander) with a transmitting unit for emitting RF 
signals (i.e. Abstract); 

a relay device (10) (i.e. central controller comprises receiving antenna 11, 
demodulator 13, controller 14, and infrared transmitter 12) for receiving the RF signals 
from an input and converts it into differently coded RF signals to said infrared relay unit, 
and 

an infrared relay unit (12) (i.e. infrared transmitter) for converting said RF signals 
into infrared signals in order to control said appliances (i.e. TV, VTR, CDR, and VDP) 
(col. 6 lines 22-29; see Figures 3-4A); 

a controller disposed on said switch having a receiver, a central processor and a 
controlling unit controlled by said central processor; wherein, said receiver receives 
infrared signals from the relay device and sends them to said central processor for 
comparing and analyzing, and thereby driving said controlling unit to control said 
controller (col. 6 lines 30-40). 
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Referring to claim 2, Sato discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein said relay 
transmitter also includes an infrared signal receiving unit and a memory unit connecting 
to said infrared signal receiving unit; moreover, said infrared signal receiving unit 
receives infrared signals and then sends said infrared signals and then sends said 
infrared signals to said memory unit for memorizing (col. 2 lines 1-11). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato 
(US# 6,636,157) as applied to claim 1, and further in view of Van der Meulen (US# 
6,900,617). 

Referring to claim 4, Sato discloses the system of claim 1 . However, Sato did 
not explicitly disclose wherein said input a computer. 

In the same field of endeavor of home appliance network system.Van der Meulen 
discloses the input is a computer (col. 1 lines 35-47). 
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One ordinary skill in the art understands that the input is a computer of Van der 
Meulen is desirable in the home electronic appliance system of Sato because Sato 
teaches the remote control (RD) controlling difference appliances through the central 
controller (10) (col. 6 lines 22-40) and Van der Meulen teaches the central control 
station can be a home computer in order for the user to preprogram light or appliances 
are on or off at different times (col. 1 lines 35-47). 

Referring to claim 5, Sato in view of Van der Meulen disclose the system of claim 
4, Sato teaches the remote control (RD) controlling difference appliances through the 
central controller (10) (col. 6 lines 22-40) and Van der Meulen teaches the central 
control station can be a home computer (col. 1 lines 35-47). Therefore, it is 
conventional in the art that Sato in view of Van der Meulen disclose wherein said 
computer is linked into a network adapter for controlling said relay unit via the network. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato 
(US# 6,636,157) as applied to claim 1, and further in view of Moutaux et al. (US# 
6,906,635). 

Referring to claim 6, Sato in view of Hayes et al. disclose the system of claim 1. 
However, Sato did not explicitly disclose wherein said input is a mobile communication 
unit, for controlling the relay unit. 
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In the same field of endeavor of electronic appliance system, Moutaux et al. 
teach the input is a mobile communication unit (col. 1 line 60 to col. 2 line 3). 

One ordinary skill in the art understands that the input is a mobile communication 
unit of Moutaux et al. is desirable in the home electronic appliance system of Sato 
because Sato teaches the remote control (RD) controlling difference appliances through 
the central controller (10) (col. 6 lines 22-40) and Moutaux et al. teach the remote 
control unit (6) is a mobile telephone for controlling different home electronic appliances 
(col. 6 line 65 to col. 7 line 6). 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato 
(US# 6,636,157) as applied to claim 1, and further in view of Watanabe et al. (US# 
6,583,723). 

Referring to claim 7, Sato in view of Hayes et al. disclose the system of claim 1 . 
However, Sato did not explicitly disclose wherein said input detecting actuator, 
comprising: a detecting unit initiated by a triggering signal resulting from environmental 
changes; a central processing unit for processing said triggering signal from detecting 
unit; and a transmitting unit for emitting the signals emitted from said central processing 
unit and thereby controlling said relay device. 

In the same field of endeavor of home electronic appliance system, Watanabe et 
al. disclose wherein said input detecting actuator, comprising: a detecting unit initiated 
by a triggering signal resulting from environmental changes; a central processing unit 
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for processing said triggering signal from detecting unit; and a transmitting unit for 
emitting the signals emitted from said central processing unit and thereby controlling 
said relay device (col. 1 lines 6-25 and col. 13 lines 42-50). 

One ordinary skill in the art understands that the environment chances sensor of 
Watanabe et al. is desirable in the home appliance system of Sato because both Sato 
and Watanabe et al. disclose for controlling home electronic appliances and Watanabe 
et al. teach the sensor 41 for sensing the environmental chance in order to carry out a 
desire command. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato 
(US# 6,636,157) as applied to claim 1, and further in view of Meyer (US# 6,882,334). 

Referring to claim 8, Sato discloses the system of claim 1 . However, Sato did 
not explicitly disclose wherein said input is attached with an RF unit, and said controller 
is attached with an RF signal transmitting unit; moreover, after said controller is 
adjusted and switched by the controlling of said RF signals, said signal transmitting unit 
will send a feedback and said feedback will be received by said RF relay unit for a user 
to know the working status of said controller. 

In the same field of endeavor of electronic system, Meyer teaches wherein said 
input (40) is attached with an RF unit, and said controller is attached with an RF signal 
transmitting unit; moreover, after said controller (16) (i.e. computer) is adjusted and 
switched by the controlling of said RF signals, said signal transmitting unit will send a 
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feedback and said feedback will be received by said RF relay unit for a user to know the 
working status of said controller (col. 3 lines 47-67 and col. 2 lines 57-67). 

One ordinary skill in the art understands that the computer (16) transmits a 
response back to the wireless keyboard (40) confirming the reception and content of the 
information of Meyer is desirable in the electronic communication system of Sato 
because Sato and Meyer both teach the communication of two electronic devices and 
Meyer further teach the receiver device provides a feedback to the transmitter device 
once is received the signal. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications form the 
examiner should be directed to Scott Au whose telephone number is (571) 272-3063. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Hofsass can be reached at (571) 272-2981 . The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (571)-273- 
8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)- 
305-3900. 
Scott Au 





